July 14, 2008

Yes, we need to replace the outdated and
controversial Protect America Act (S. 1927)
and enable timely intelligence gathering
against terrorists. But we must also ensure
that power cannot be abused to violate our
most precious freedoms.

Since the tragedy of September 11, the
Bush administration has abused its intel-
ligence gathering powers. In 2005, we learned
that the government had circumvented intel-
ligence laws to spy on Americans’ phone con-
versations. Last year, an investigation found
that the FBI had misused tools intended to
fight terrorism to conduct unrelated domestic
surveillance. And earlier this year, reports
have surfaced that the FBI requested thou-
sands of phone records to cover up its pre-
vious abuses, and that this and other ques-
tionably obtained data is being compiled by
the National Security Agency in a massive
data-mining operation about which we know
almost nothing.

| cannot in good conscience vote for this
bill, which gives the Bush administration even
broader spying powers.

The Foreign Intelligence  Surveillance
Amendments Act implicitly gives retroactive
immunity to telecommunication companies that
facilitated warrantless wiretapping over the last
7 years and ensures the dismissal of all cases
pending against telecommunication compa-
nies.

Furthermore, H.R. 6304 permits the govern-
ment to conduct mass, untargeted surveillance
of all communication coming into and out of
the United States, without any individualized
review, and without any finding of wronging
doing.

This act permits only minimal court over-
sight and court review is further trivialized by
authorizing the Government to continue a sur-
veillance program even after an application is
denied by the court.

The legislation also contains a loophole that
permits the Government to start spying and
wait for up to 7 days to go to court and obtain
a warrant.

Congress should not allow for the
warrantless wiretapping of American citizens.
Ensuring our national security must not come
at the expense of our basic civil liberties. We
can protect our Nation and our rights.

————
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THE PASSING OF ONESEPHOR
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Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, | rise today to extend my deepest
sympathies to the family of Onesephor Peter
Broussard, a constituent and citizen of Pleas-
antville, Texas, and a tireless civil rights advo-
cate, who passed away June 25, 2008, at the
age of 81.

Born in Louisiana to sharecropper parents,
Mr. Broussard served in a segregated Army
unit during World War |1lI, in the battalion
known as the Black Panthers. After returning
to the States, Mr. Broussard served as a
union organizer at Armco Steel, where he
worked for 35 years.

But what truly distinguished Mr. Broussard,
was his endless fight for civil rights, specifi-
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cally for the integration of the Houston Inde-
pendent School District. In 1966, Mr.
Broussard and his wife filed a lawsuit against
HISD to stop a project that would encourage
de facto segregation. The suit eventually went
to the U.S. 5th Circuit Court of Appeals, where
the judges unfortunately refused to halt the
program. Despite this, Mr. Broussard’s eldest
son, Richard Broussard, became the first Afri-
can-American freshman at McReynolds High
School in the Fifth Ward of Houston, TX. It
was only thanks to his father’s tireless struggle
that Richard, and his siblings, were able to
gain the good education that their father had
never had.

In addition to this civil rights work, Mr.
Broussard served as an officer in the Pleas-
antville Civic League, and as director of the
Gulf Coast Community Action Board and the
Community Development Commission. He
dedicated his life to helping others, and this
made him a true leader in every way. O.P.
was a civil rights pioneer and a good friend.

He will be greatly missed by the Pleasant-
ville community and by all those who knew
him, and | ask that you remember the
Broussard family in your thoughts and prayers.

————
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Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Madam Speak-
er, the Supreme Court’s recent decision in
Boumediene et al. v. Bush has again shown a
spotlight on this administration’s misguided at-
tempts to rewrite the Constitution to suit its
own ends. Once again, the Court has spoken
up for the Constitution and against attempts to
do an end run around the venerable docu-
ment.

In this important decision, the Court found
that those at Guantanamo Bay “have the con-
stitutional privilege of habeas corpus” and are
“not barred from seeking the writ . . . be-
cause they have been designated as enemy
combatants or because of their presence at
Guantanamo” and struck down attempts by
the 109th Congress and the President to pre-
vent detainees from using this historic writ to
challenge their detention in court.

In its ruling, the Court again reminds us
“that the Framers considered the writ a vital
instrument for the protection of individual lib-
erty” as well as a safeguard of the separation
of powers provided in the Constitution.

This decision marks at least the third time in
which the Supreme Court has acted to over-
turn disastrous and controversial Bush Admin-
istration policies regarding the treatment of
enemy combatants. These policies have
helped to make Guantanamo a negative sym-
bol of America around the world.

While | strongly believe that dangerous ter-
rorists should and must be detained, the con-
fusing, conflicting, and sometimes illegal poli-
cies at Guantanamo and the actions of the
Supreme Court time and again clearly indicate
a need for change. These changes must in-
clude the closing of the detention facilities at
Guantanamo and an end to the torture and
detention policies that have tarnished Amer-
ica’s image, drawn condemnation from our al-

E1449

lies, and done little to help bring to justice
those responsible for acts of terrorism against
our country.

Prolonged indefinite imprisonment without
charges and torture are out of line with the tra-
ditions and values of the U.S. While the Su-
preme Court decision will now ensure that Ha-
beas Corpus will be available so that an inde-
pendent court can review the facts and make
a determination of whether individuals should
be detained, the administration’s other policies
also need to be reformed.

Last year, in the FY 2008 Defense Author-
ization bill, Congress urged the administration
to ensure that detainees at Guantanamo Bay,
to the maximum extent possible, are charged
and expeditiously prosecuted for crimes com-
mitted against the U.S. The bill also urged the
administration to carry out operations at Guan-
tanamo Bay “in a way that upholds the na-
tional interest and core values of the American
people” and called for the Defense Depart-
ment to provide Congress with its plan for
each detainee—whether they have or will be
charged, whether they will be released or
transferred, or whether they will be detained.

In light of the recent ruling and continuing
controversy regarding this facility, Congress
can and must go further to ensure that this fa-
cility is closed.

Closing Guantanamo won’t immediately re-
pair the damage done by the detention and
other policies that have undermined America’s
image even among some of our allies. Such a
move may open up a host of new questions
of what to do about those detained there.
However, rather than putting that important
question to an administration which our courts
have repeatedly had to check, the Court’s rul-
ing creates another opportunity for Congress
to Act.

And one of its first steps should be putting
Guantanamo out of business while holding ac-
countable those prisoners at Guantanamo who
represent real danger to the U.S. We can and
should do so in a way that does not require
us to switch off the Constitution, our values, or
our Nation’s strong tradition of ensuring ac-
cess to the courts and justice.

In the decision, Justice Kennedy, writing for
the majority, warned of the dangers of allow-
ing either the legislative or executive branch to
“switch the Constitution on or off at will.”

In pursuing terrorists, we cannot undermine
the very freedoms and rights that are the
basis for our democracy. Our national security
interests are best served when we interrogate
and try terrorist suspects in a manner that
comports with our values, produces convic-
tions that will withstand appeals, and honors
longstanding international commitments.

———

THE “MICHAEL BILIRAKIS DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS SPINAL CORD INJURY
CENTER”

HON. CLIFF STEARNS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, July 14, 2008

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, | am proud
to stand before my colleagues today as we
pass legislation that will designate the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs spinal cord injury
center in Tampa, Florida, as the “Michael Bili-
rakis Department of Veterans Affairs Spinal
Cord Injury Center.”
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